INTRODUCTION
The genus Holothele Karsch, 1879 (Theraphosidae) can be considered a major taxonomic confusion, mainly due to the lack of a precise diagnosis. As a result, several species have been improperly included. The genus, originally established as monotypic, was described based on a female from Caracas, Venezuela, named H. recta Karsch, 1879 as type-species. The inclusion of all other species currently within the genus is due to subsequent transfers or descriptions, along with other species that have already been removed from Holothele in the past years (Guadanucci et al. 2007; Guadanucci & Weinmann 2014 , 2015 . Raven (1985) considered Holothele as a senior synonym of Schismatothele Karsch, 1879 , Euthycaelus Simon, 1889 , Hemiercus Simon, 1903 , Scopelobates Simon, 1903 and Dryptopelmides Strand, 1907 . Although Raven (1980) brought up the possibility of Stichoplastus Simon, 1889 as junior synonym of Holothele, he did not establish this change. As a result of Raven's proposals, the genus Holothele included eleven species at that time. Subsequentely, Rudloff (1997) proposed the following combinations: the Caribbean H. culebrae (Petrunkevitch, 1929) , H. denticulata (Franganillo, 1930) and H. shoemakeri (Petrunkevitch, 1926) were transferred to Holothele from Ischnocolus Ausserer, 1871; H. incei (F. O. Pickard-Cambridge, 1898) from Hapalopus Ausserer, 1875; H. longipes (L. Koch, 1875) from Chaetopelma; H. vellardi Rudloff, 1997 and H. rondoni (Lucas & Bücherl, 1972) from Cyclosternum Ausserer, 1871. Moreover, Rudloff (1997) also revalidated Schismatothele and Euthycaelus. The revalidation of Euthycaelus was not followed in Platnick's catalog (2013) since it did not provide a detailed diagnosis for the genus. Finally, Rudloff (1997) also considered the genus Stichoplastus as junior synonym of Holothele. Recently, Guadanucci & Weinmann (2014) removed the genera Schismatothele and Euthycaelus from the synonym with Holothele.
Regarding its familial relationships, Raven (1980) removed the genus Holothele from Dipluridae Simon, 1889 and placed it in Theraphosidae Thorell, 1869 . Raven (1985 later included it in Theraphosinae subfamily, from where it was finally transferred to Ischnocolinae Simon, 1892 by Pérez-Miles et al. (1996) . Guadanucci (2014) considered Holothele as closely related to representatives of Trichopelma Simon, 1888, Reichlingia Rudloff, 2001 and Ischnocolus within Ischnocolinae sensu stricto. Holothele currently comprises 10 species from northern South America, southern Central America and the West Indies (World Spider Catalog 2016) .
In this paper, based on the examination of type material and extensive collection specimens, we present a redescription of the type species of the genus, propose a few taxonomic rearrangements, report color variation of specimens from distinct localities and present a distribution map for the species. DIAgNOSIS. -Females can be distinguished by the spermathecae receptacula elongate, with a narrow base, slightly swollen at the apical end, bearing or not lobes on the inner ventral face, these lobes may vary in size and number (Figs 1F, G; 4A-F). Males are distinguished by the morphology of the palpal bulb, which is long, thin, and slightly curved (Fig. 1B-D) , by the morphology of the tibial apophysis, formed by two branches, retrolateral with a tapering tip (Fig. 1E) , and by the presence of a intercheliceral intumescense. Males differ from the small species from the Caribbean (H. sulfurensis Maréchal, 2005, H. culebrae, H. denticulata and H. shoemakeri) by the absence of a twisted embolus with small keels. Females differ from those species by the shape of spermathecae, which bear lobes (except the specimens inhabiting caves).
MATERIAL AND METHODS
cOLORATION. -Males and females with legs and palps black; carapace covered with setae that may vary from red to black, setae around carapace red; abdomen covered with setae that vary from black to red; chelicerae covered with setae of the same color as those on carapace (Figs 2, 3 (Fig. 5) .
NATuRAL HISTORy. -This species has managed to conquer different environments within a wide altitudinal gradient. It inhabits humid forests of the Brazilian and Colombian Amazon, Andean forests and grasslands, and coastal savannahs of Colombia and Venezuela. They have been found especially under rocks and logs, and also within human constructions. So its ecological plasticity is evident. Additionally, some specimens have been found inside the caves from Santander, Colombia. These specimens are only few females and juveniles, and show no troglomorphic adaptations. Therefore, it is possible to assume that these specimens are using caves as temporary refuge. 
Spermathecae formed by two receptacula longer than wide, without lobes. Scopula on metatarsi: I totally occupied, II 3/4 occupied, III half occupied and IV less than half occupied. Tarsal scopula I-IV divided. Tarsal claws with a median row of small teeth, clavate trichobothria in tow rows, divided by a central row of thin long setae. Tarsus IV cracked. Eyes: anterior row procurved, posterior slightly recurved, clypeus absent (note: the holotype specimen described above is a juvenile ♀, as already noted by Rudloff (1997) , because it does not have well sclerotized genital opening and the divison of the anterior tarsal scopula is very wide. Moreover, the size of the specimen is very small, unlike the adult representatives of this species. Although it presents a spermathecae, it is well known that juvenile theraphosids have undeveloped receptacula (Schiapelli & Gerschman de Pikelin 1962) . We, therefore, present a description based on the type material of Stichoplastus ravidus (junior synonym of H. longipes), in order to provide a description based on an adult specimen.
Male (MNHN-AR-AR4625, Syntype adult male of
Stichoplastus ravidus) Total length 28.8. Carapace: length 12.6; width 10.9. Eye tubercle: length 1.4; width 1.7. Labium: length 1.2; width 2.1. Sternum: length 5.2; width 4.7. Cheliceral basal article with 15 teeth, intercheliceral intumescence present. Labium nearly as wide as long bearing fewer than 90 cuspules. Maxilla with more than 100 cuspules. Sternum rounded, sigilla one diameter from margin. Thoracic furrow slightly recurved. Palpal and legs segments lengths: Palp: femur 6.8/ patella 4.2/ tibia 5.8/ cymbium 2/ total 18.8. Leg I: femur 11.7/ patella 6.2/ tibia 10.8/ metatarsus 8.8/ tarsus 6/ total 43.5. II: 10.9/ 5.6/ 9.6/ 9/ 5.5/ 40.6. III: 10/ 4.8/ 8.2/ 10.8/ 5.2/ 39. IV: 12.4/ 5.1/ 11.2/ 14.8/ 7/ 50.5. Spines: Tarsi without spines. Palp: II 3/4 occupied, III nearly more than half occupied, IV less than half occupied. Scopula on tarsi I-IV divided. Tarsal claws with a median row of small teeth, clavate trichobothria in two rows, divided by a central row of long and thin setae. Tarsus IV cracked. Eyes: anterior row procurved, posterior slightly recurved, clypeus absent. 
Female (MNHN-AR-AR4625
1-1-1, (r) 1-1-1. Spermathecae formed by two receptacula longer than wide bearing small lobed on the inner basal portion (note: in some specimens, these lobes may be located on the ventral side of the receptaculum). Scopula on metatarsi: I totally occupied, II 3/4 occupied, III more than half occupied, IV less than half occupied. Tarsal scopula I-IV divided. Tarsal claws, clavate trichobothria, tarsus IV and eyes as in male.
MISPLACED SPECIES
Genus Scopelobates Simon, 1903 nom. rest.
Scopelobates Simon, 1903 : 928. Holothele -Raven, 1985 : 159. -Pérez-Miles et al. 1996 Raven (1985) revised the whole infraorder Mygalomorphae. Guadanucci (2014), using morphological characters in a phylogeny including spiders from all subfamilies of Theraphosidae placed Holothele rondoni new synonym of H. longipes in a group named Ischnocolinae sensu stricto. Other species formerly included in Holothele fell into a group named Schismatothelinae Guadanucci, 2014, which led to some taxonomic transfers and descriptions by Guadanucci & Wienmann (2014 , 2015 . A previous revision of the genus Holothele, by Rudloff (1997) , considered as important characters to distinguish among species the following features: shape of fovea, eyes disposition, spermathecae morphology and spination. Having examined exstensive material from various localities, we did not recognize any pattern to warrant species distinction, due to high level of morphological variation. Spination shows great variation in number and disposition even between right and left legs. Concerning the spermathecae, we also observed some variation, but within a morphological pattern, in which the lobes vary in number among the specimens examined (Fig. 4) .
Considering all taxonomic synonymies proposed here, the genus Holothele now comprises five species: H. longipes; H. culebrae (Petrunkevitch, 1929) ; H. denticulata (Franganillo, 1930) ; H. shoemakeri (Petrunkevitch, 1926) and H. sulfurensis Maréchal, 2005 . Holothele longipes is a widespread species with records in northern South America (Fig. 5) , and the remaining species are present in different Caribbean islands (as listed above, respectively from Puerto Rico, Cuba, United States, Virgin Islands and Guadeloupe). These latter Caribbean species share with Holothele longipes the trapezoidal shape of labium, number and disposition of maxillary and labial cuspules, presence of maxillary heel, cracked tarsi and tibial thickened trichobothria (Guadanucci 2014). According to the description of H. sulfurensis Maréchal, 2005 , and the examination of additional specimens attributable to the genus from Antígua, Saint John, Saint Martín, Grenada, West Antígua, Hans Lock Island and Guana Island (deposited at AMNH, MCZ and RMNH, pers. obs. JPLG), all Caribbean specimens differ from H. longipes by the twisted embolus of palpal bulb and the presence of a ventral notch at the base of metatarsus I in males and by the non-lobed, flat spermathecal receptacles in females.
